From: Benbow, Gene

To: david.kratville@cdfa.ca.gov

Cc: Hebert, John

Subject: RE: Bait stations in crops

Date: Monday, May 06, 2013 7:35:00 AM
Attachments: Untitled (5).pdf

Hi David,

Here is the pdf version for you — let me know if you have any trouble with it.
Thanks!

Gene Benbow

Biologist
Insecticides-Rodenticides Branch
http://epa.gov/pesticides/

From: Kratville, David@CDFA [david.kratville@cdfa.ca.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 03, 2013 12:49 PM

To: Hebert, John

Subject: RE: Bait stations in crops

John,

When you get a chance could you resnd the attached letter as something other than a .tif? | only
recieved the first page of this scan. Unless that is all you intended to send me.

Thanks,

David Kratville

Staff Environmental Scientist
California Dept. of Food & Agriculture

office: (916)654-0768
cell: (916)799-5462

From: Hebert, John [Hebert.John@epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 11:34 AM
To: Kratville, David@CDFA

Subject: RE: Bait stations in crops

David — This is what | wrote before | actually spoke with someone that has some serious history
here:

I just fielded a call from John Inouye on this exact topic. As far as | know I there is no such policy. |
think we look at these “crop” uses case by case and make a call on whether they are food/nonfood.
Things that play into this would be time of application (ie, dormant, bearing, etc), how the product
is applied, etc. Use of bait station may make a rodenticide “non-food” but | don’t know if we can
say that for all situations. Make sense? Helpful?

So, I've attached a memo from 1987 that does have some guidance on how we might make these
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W WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
NOV 6 'oa7
OFFICE OF
PESTICIDES AMND TOXIC SUBSTANCES
MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Wﬂ& (Compound 1080)
and Strychnine

Discussion of Food and non-food uses
to be included in the RD letter to the States

FROM: Susan V. Hummel, Chemist ()
Special Registration Section II fd¢kadb4— '
Residue Chemistry Branch
Hazard Evaluation Division (TS-769C)

THRU: Edward Zager, Section Head fé%ﬁ;zZ/ZV/

Special Registration Section II
Residue Chemistry Branch
Hazard Evaluation Division (TS=769C)

TO: Steve Palmateer, PM#16
Insecticide/Rodanticide Branch
Registration Division (TS-767C)

As a follow up to the meeting between EPA and representa-
tives of the States, which occurred on October 7-8, 1987, in
Denver, CO, RCB was requested to list sites of application for
Sodium fluoroacetate and strychnine which would be considered
food uses, sites which would be considered non-food uses, and
sites which are not clearly food or non-food uses. For these
unclear sites, RCB was requested to indicate how the Agency could
be convinced that the unclear sites are actually non-food uses.
Finally, RCB was requested to list data requirements for food
useas.

Discussiqn

If %here is foliar contact of the pesticide with a food or
feed crop, uptake of the pesticide in a food or feed crop from
the soil, or direct contact of the pesticide with a livestock
animal (e.g., dermal contact or ingestion of treated bait, then
the application is a food use, and food use requirements will
apply. * Under these circumstances a petition for tolerance or
petition for exemption from the requirement of a tolerance is
required to support registration.

Food uses

The following uses are considered to be "food uses."
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1. Any aerial applications where food or feed crops or
livestock are present.

2. Broadcast and above ground spot baiting on pasture
Or rangeland.

3. Broadcast applications to food or feed crops.
4. Applications in livestock areas.
5. Broadcast applications to ditch banks.
Non-food uses
The following uses are considered to be "non-food" uses.
1. Underground applications.

2. Applications to buffer zones (perimeters of a
field) where grazing can be restricted.

3. Orchard uses (with appropriate grazing restric-
tions).

4. Applications to bare ground around animal burrow
entrances, dens, tunnels, and animal nests.

5. Spot baiting applications to ditchbanks.

6. Applications on non-crop land and in non-agricul-
tural areas where no livestock are present.,

7. Baitbox applications, V-shaped above ground
troughs.

Some uses, while technically considered to be "food uses"
since they involve applications to a feed crop may result in no
reasonable expectation of finite residues of the pesticide to
meat and milk of livestock (40 CFR 180.6 (3)). In such cases,
toxicology requirements would be the same as for non-food uses
and no tolerance would be established for meat and milk.

Applications to pasture with grazing restrictions may fall
into that category. The following approaches may be used to
demonstrate no transfer of residues to meat and milk from pasture
applications.
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a. Application of 14C labeled baits to controlled
pasture/rangeland sites followed by the analysis of
radioactivity in the meat and milk of grazing animals.

b. Application of baits at exaggerated rates (10x) to
controlled pasture/rangeland sites followed by the
anglysis of residues in the meat and milk of grazing
animals,

Please note that the Agency is concerned about transfer of
residues to meat and milk from treated bait particles as well as
from ingestion of residues in a treated crop (including pasture
and range grasses).

The food/non-food use determination for other sites will be
made on a case by case basis based on specific use directions.

Data requirements for food uges

Residue data requirements for food uses were distributed
to the States at the Oct. 7-8 meeting and are briefly summarized
in Appendix B of the proposed letter to the States. The data
requirements are restated here.

1. Plant metabolism studies using 14c_1abeled pesticide are
required. The uptake and distribution of the pesticide in plants
izange/pasture grasses) must be characterized, and the terminal

C residues must be chemically identified.

2. A detailed description of each proposed use, including a full
description of the method and site of application, the rate of
application, whether by air or be hand baiting, the number or
frequency of applications, and the minimum interval between
application, must be provided. This information may be provided
in the form of product labels.

3. A detailed description (including validation data) of the
analytical method(s) for assaying the total toxic residue, as
determined by the Toxicology Branch (TB), is required. The
methods' limit of detection (LOD) must be less than those levels
considered significant by TB,

4. Reslidue data reflecting the proposed use (maximum application
rate, maximum number of applications, and zero day PHI) are
required. Data with longer PHI's are also needed to determine
dissipgtion of residues. All terminal residues in the total
toxic residue expression must be assayed. Residue data require-
ments may include processing studies for some crops.

5. Residue data on food animals are required, ‘These data should
demonstrate whether pesticide treated bait particles are ingested
by grazing animals, and whether residues are transferred to the
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meat and milk of animals ingesting treated feed items. TIf
pasture/rangalan;il4uses are the only food uses involved, then
applications of C labeled pesticide baits to "controlled
pasture/rangeland sites" followed by the analysis of radio-
activity in meat and milk of grazing animals would be accepted in
lieu of a traditional animal feeding study. If pesticide baits
are proposed for use on animal feed items (other than range/
pastureland grasses) such as small grains, alfalfa, etc., and
detectable residues are found in those feed items, then
livestock metabolism and feeding studies will also be required.

Cc:R.F., circu, S. Hummel, E. Zager, Sodium Fluoroacetate S.F.,
non-food use F., TOX, PMSD/ISB R
RDI:EZ:11/6/87:RDS:11/7/87
TS*?GQ:RCB:EZ&SVH:SVH:RM:SlO:CM#Z211/6/87






determinations. | don’t think what | said is necessarily wrong though....I think it’s still case by case.
Can you please share this with John Inouye too? Thanks.......

John

From: Kratville, David@CDFA [mailto:david.kratville@cdfa.ca.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 12:13 PM

To: Hebert, John
Subject: Bait stations in crops

John,

I was recently asked if there was a guidance letter that discusses bait stations application of
rodenticides within crops. The gentleman | spoke to claimed he had read that it was reasonable to
assume that crop contamination would not occur if using bait stations. Would he be referring to a
document that EPA produced or perhaps DPR?

Thank you,
David Kratville
Environmental Scientist

California Dept. of Food & Agriculture

office: (916)654-0768
cell: (916)799-5462
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